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Approval of Progress Report and Notification of Payment

Dear Mr. Petit,

I am pleased to inform you that we have approved the Progress Report for the project
referenced above. This approval is based on an assessment undertaken by an external
expert on behalf of the Agency. Enclosed you will find the Agency's comments and
recommendations following this assessment. Please use them as guidelines for the
implementation of your project as they will be taken into account when assessing the
Final Report of your project.

Following the approval of your Progress Report, we also confirm that the payment of the
second pre-financing for your project has been launched. This payment will be made in
accordance with article 1.4.2 of the Grant Agreement.

Please be aware that the approval of the Progress Report should not be considered as an
approval of the reported expenses. All expenses, including those already reported at the
Progress Report stage, will be checked and the final grant will be awarded only at the
Final Report stage.

International transfers can take up to two weeks to be credited to the beneficiary’s
account. Please, contact us if you do not receive the payment within two weeks.

If you have sent a request for an amendment together with your Progress Report, please
note we will reply to this request separately. Approval of your Progress Report does not
imply that the request for amendment has been automatically approved.

Education, Audiovisual & Culture Executive Agency
Avenue du Bourget 1~ 1140 Brussels - Belgium

http://eacea.ec.europa.eu






Please do not hesitate to contact Beata Guillerm should you have any further enquiries.

Yours sincerely,

Brian Holmes
Head of Unit

Annexes:
Comments and Recommendations from an independent expert

Contact: Beata Guillerm, Telephone:(32-2) 29856041 - beata.guillerm@ec.europa.eu
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stage?

1. Objectives, results and products

Have the project’s activities been in accordance with its aims and objectives as
declared in the original application or as officially amended?

Have there already been any valuable results/products achieved at Progress Report




Score
M0

2. Coherence between workplan and activities carried out to date
Have the planned activities been implemented in accordance with the project’s work

plan as declared in the original application, or as officially amended, and have any
variations been adequately justified?

Score
Mo

3. Partnership
Are there indicators to show that the partnership is working properly? Are there clear
indications of a real and effective involvement of the partners? Are there significant

changes in the partnership compared to the application? If so, have these changes
had any impact on the partnership?




Score
10

4. Management
Does the project seem to be well managed on the whole? How efficient were the
management and coordination arrangements? To what extent were appropriate

decisions made to support effective implementation and problem resolution? Have any
deviations/changes been satisfactorily justified?

Score

5. Financial management
Are the expenditures made so far in line with the project activities?




Score

6. Evaluation and/or quality assurance

If evaluation activities have already taken place, are they satisfactory? How well has
the project’s strategy for evaluation been implemented so far? To what extent has the
project considered the comments or recommendations following the project selection?

Score
M0

7. Dissemination

How does the project develop communication, visibility, and the dissemination of its
activities and results as outlined in the original application? With reference to the

| original application, to what extent has the consortium addressed the issue of the
exploitation of the project activities / results during the project lifetime (and beyond)?




Supplementary information to be submitted

Supplementary information required from the project to allow for a complete Progress
Report analysis:

Overall evaluation

Overall comment:

Strong points:

Weak points:




Your global score is: 7M0 | 70%

KEY TO THE SCORING SYSTEM

Fails to include a minimum amount of evidence to enable the

0 No evidence criterion to be evaluated
Addresses the criterion but with significant and/or many

1or2 | Veryweak weaknesses
3or4d | Weak Addresses the criterion but with weaknesses
S5or6 | Acceptable Addresses the criterion sufficiently
7or8 | Good Addresses the criterion with some aspects of high quality
9or 10 | Very good Addresses the criterion with all aspects of high quality

Activity of the criterion was not planned for the evaluated period

X Not applicable of time




